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Introduction 


The Christian believes that man was created in the 
image of God, so his role on earth and his destiny 
beyond befits that of a son of God. He must therefore 
live as one ever conscious of his nobility. Because his 
heavenly Father is holy, he must be holy too. He is to 
seek holiness in all his conduct. (I Pet. 1:15). His life 
is to be one of holiness and godliness. (2 Pet. 3:11). 
“Immorality and all impurity or covetousness must not 
even be named among you ... Let there be no filthiness 
or silly talk, nor levity which are not fitting. Be sure of 
this that no immoral or impure man . . . hps any 
inheritance in the kingdom of Christ and of God”. 
(Eph. 5:3-5). 

We are to resist the devil, the author of all evil, as 
our Exemplar did. Because we are to love our neigh¬ 
bours as ourselves, we must seek to remove from their 
path anything which might cause them to stumble. And 
there is no doubt at all that because pornography 
encourages men and women to lust after one another, 
it is the work of the devil, so the Christian cannot ignore 
it or compromise with it, but must recognize that it has 
already led many down the slippery slope. Jesus, com¬ 
menting on the commandment which forbids adultery, 
declared that a man who looks lustfully at any woman 
has actually committed adultery in his mind. To look at 
an indecent picture of a woman, and thereby be induced 
to lust after her, is a sin. Every woman who consents to 
be photographed in an indecent pose is not only degrad¬ 
ing womanhood, dehumanising herself and reversing 
the whole trend of Christian civilization, but is above all 
sinning against God. Jesus, alone of all the world’s 
religious leaders, gave to woman a dignity and nobility 
which she had never had before, so Christians would 
be betraying their Master if they failed to resist modern 
attempts to turn woman again into a chattel or plaything. 
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Pornography seeks to awaken evil desires and we 
are warned by James, "Desire, when it has conceived, 
gives birth to sin, and sin, when it is full-grown, brings 
forth death". (Jas. 1:15). We are commanded to abstain 
from the passions of the flesh "which wage war against 
your soul". (I Pet. 2:11). Pornography encourages the 
practice of every sexual perversion condemned in the 
Bible, the guide-book of our faith. God repeatedly 
emphasises that sexual perverts stand under His judge¬ 
ment, but He also frequently emphasises that He is 
willing to forgive everyone who asks for forgiveness. 
There are no limits to the breadth or depth of God’s 
love, so no one is beyond hope, but the Bible also 
solemnly warns that unrepented perversion, or any other 
sin, will inevitably lead to condemnation. So the 
Christian dare not condone or ignore sexual sin of any 
kind; he must fearlessly proclaim the Biblical teaching 
about it with love and compassion, ever mindful of the 
fact that he, too, is saved by grace alone. The Bible 
affirms that true fulfilment comes not from the pursuit 
of evil but in deliverance from it. Only an arrogant 
person would imagine he is wiser than God. 

Some will doubtless ask if we are entitled to impose 
Christian morality upon the community. But we have not 
yet officially discarded the Christian faith as our basis 
for morality, Parliament is still opened wth prayer, oaths 
are sworn on the Bible, so we should have no hesitation 
in contending for the Christian viewpoint. 

Pornography treats human beings as less than 
human and drives a wedge between a full human life 
and one’s sexuality. It is significant that throughout 
literature, obscene words — the four-letter ones — have 
always been the language of vituperation and farce. 
The reason is clear, they reduce men and women to 
some of their bodily functions. 

When the Rev. (now Bishop) David Sheppard bravely 
stated that he had not been ‘unscathed’ by reading ‘Last 
Exit to Brooklyn’, the U.K. Arts Council Committee com- 
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mented, "In the event he impressed us deeply, but not 
as an example of utter depravity. On the contrary, he 
left us with the feeling that, if this was a depraved man, 
society had little to fear and much to gain from his 
multiplication". A sillier statement from what purports 
to be a serious academic body would be hard to 
imagine. To them David Sheppard was a nice young 
man, but rather inconvenient. They could not possibly 
believe him, so they decided to sweep him under the 
carpet and thus effectively dispose of him! Many in this 
land adopt the same stupid, ostrich-like attitude to 
pornography; they deny its existence first of all, and 
then declare that if it exists, it could not possibly harm 
anyone. 

Jesus, Who alone perfectly understood the* human 
mind, declares that evil originates in the thought-life, 
and this accords with Proverbs 23:7, "As a man thinks 
in his heart, so he is". A man’s thoughts determine not 
only what he is but also what he is becoming. The 
dreams and fantasies which occupy the mind, even if 
never realised, deposit ineffaceable traces on his 
character. 

Some years ago, a prominent Parisian lawyer, 
renowned for his generosity and charity, was accused of 
a serious moral offence. His friends, however, could not 
believe a man of such intregity could have stooped so 
low. But the police discovered i'h a secret drawer a col¬ 
lection of obscene literature. On this he had fed his 
mind until it was poisoned and defiled. Our thoughts 
are of paramount importance. We are to bring every 
thought under the scrutiny of Christ, for we shall be 
judged by our thoughts as well as by our words and 
deeds. "Whatsoever things are true, whatsoever things 
are honest, whatsoever things are just, whatsoever things 
are lovely, whatsoever things are of good report, if there 
be any virtue, and any praise, think on these things. 
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WHAT IS PORNOGRAPHY ? 


Pornography has been described as “a preoccupation 
with sex which is unrelated to its purpose”, “the tramp¬ 
ling underfoot in an arrogant and brutal manner of normal 
human tenderness, decencies and loyalties”. Perhaps the 
best simple definition is that pornography is the com¬ 
mercial exploitation of sex, designed to stimulate sexual 
excitement, and having a peculiar interest in abnormalities, 
perversion and violence. An almost invariable ingredient 
of pornography is hostility. It progresses from the arousal 
of sexual interest in another person to perversion, the use 
of mechanical aids and then to violence. 

In literature and art we find not only interest and 
amusement but also subsconscious patterns for our own 
behaviour and attitudes. If we do not steadily strive for 
high goals, we shall find literature steaddy deteriorating 
and it will soon become obsessed with the three ultimate 
expressions of the totally self-centred life, sex, violence 
and insanity. The path commenced to wind down the 
Gadarene slope when men lost sight of God and con¬ 
sequently of their eternal significance as His potential sons, 
and began vainly to seek for significance in the material 
world. The slippery slide to destruction began when some 
decided that man is the measure of all things. Such 
people forgot why earlier civilizations, such as Greece 
and Rome, had perished. These remained great as long as 
they maintained a strict moral code; as soon as they per¬ 
mitted sexual licence, they speedily decayed. Any human 
society is free to enjoy sexual freedom or to display great 
energy. Prof. J. D. Unwin of Oxford, has conclusively 
demonstrated that it cannot do both for more than one 
generation. There can be few more urgent tasks before us 
than to demonstrate to our nation that it is treading a 
perilous pathway and call it to return to God in 
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repentance assured that He will never cease to offer for¬ 
giveness to all who seek it. 

In an increasingly godless world, society should be 
anxious to sanctify sex, and preserve its mysteries, be¬ 
cause for many people this is the chief blessing of life. 

such people find the sexual springs poisoned, they will 
have nowhere else to turn to enrich their lives. So for the 
humanist as well as the Christian, pornography is a 

“ J 1 1S only throu S h I° ve that the humanist can 
find his heaven upon earth, so he, too, must be perturbed 
at the degradation of sex into a merely animal function. 


In the eyes of the pornographer, man is of no more 
importance to the universe than is a single bee in a swarm, 
tor he reduces each human being to his genital functions’ 
The pornographer is determined to destroy the divine 
institution of the family; he not merely causes depravity 
and corruption; he is these. The world of the porno¬ 
grapher is full of strange, pathetic cases who actually 
descend to depths never before plumbed in history, even 
to drinking urine and consuming ordure! Pornography is 

h s e f mi t l erab ! e enc l of huma <iism, for man, having placed 
his faith in himself instead of in God, has now discovered 
that his new god has betrayed him. 

Dostoyevsky asserted that what he called ‘under¬ 
ground man is a new power in modern culture. Under- 
ground man thus describes himself, “I am a sick man. I 
i a spiteful man. I am an unattractive man”. He is a 
f.* ra f e , thorou S hl y enjoying the process of destroying 
the body of his host, and, to change the metaphor 
perpetually seeking to drown mankind in the cesspool.’ 

nry Miller and his ilk delight in the portrayal of the 
underground man, for they make sadism, bestiality, homo¬ 
sexuality, coprophiha, etc., sources of erotic delight The 
astounding thing is that such works are hailed as great 
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literature by superficial critics. Henry Miller delights to be 
considered one of the new barbarians and proudly 
announces his contempt for God and civilization. He 
arrogantly boasts, “I had no more need of God than He 
had of me, and if there were one, I often said to myself, 
I would meet Him calmly and spit in His face”. I wonder 
if he realises that that is precisely how evil men treated 
God when He lived among them! Obviously people with 
such a contempt for God have a fiendish hatred of culture 
and decency, and are utterly ignorant of the enormous 
achievements of Christians through the centuries. Miller 
confesses, “Even as a child, when I lacked for nothing, I 
wanted to die”. This will to die is quite a feature of 
pornography; its language is full of hostility. It deperson¬ 
alizes humanity, and the moment we depersonalize anyone 
we are in effect considering him of no account and as 
good as dead to us. Underground man reduces the world 
to nothingness, so that he can be somebody. The Christian 
has been woefully slow to challenge underground man, 
even while watching him blocking up the sewers so that 
he could flood the temple, the palace and the home. 
Miller admitted that he was a scavenger and a hyena, but 
he is only in the kindergarten class when compared with 
some of his successors. If life is indeed the fiction the 
pornographers depict, and if there is no God, then one 
can live as one pleases. Janis Joplin’s motto was, “If it 
feels good, do it”. In her case this meant lesbianism, 
narcotics, suicide. Many a cannibal lived by this motto; 
to him human flesh was a very great delicacy! 

The prevalent cult of pornography is a nihilistic 
menace to human creativity, democracy and civilization 
and therefore has no justification any more than the 
terrorist has. Few modern films and books present a vision 
of man noble enough to justify the survival of the human 
race, and many of them have undeniably incited some 
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people to crime. In cities where ‘Oh, Calcutta’ and similar 
shows have been staged there has been an alarming in¬ 
crease in crime. Not all of this can be laid at the door 
of pornographic plays and films, though it is significant 
that in a city such as Singapore, where such entertain¬ 
ments are banned, there has been almost no correspond¬ 
ing rise in crime statistics, even though high density 
housing, a large teenage population, a multi-racial society 
in a city like Singapore might well have resulted in a 
serious increase in crime. 

In New York, for example, in the last few years 
there has been a 30% increase in murder, and other 
violent crimes have shown an even more alarming in¬ 
crease. Incidentally, in this country, since our standards 
of censorship have fallen drastically there has been a 
horrifying increase in murder of 320% from 1963 when 
there were 10 to 1974 when there were 32! 

It is high time that we sat up and noticed where 
relaxation of censorship is leading us. We should be per¬ 
turbed at the fact that progressive dehumanization in our 
culture is accompanied by increasing dehumanization in 
our society. For how much longer will we tolerate schizoid 
individuals who are strenuously seeking to force us to 
accept a way of life that revolts the great majority, for it 
has nothing but crass selfishness to commend it, and it 
runs counter to all man’s sacrificial struggles and his 
agelong search for ultimate meaning to existence? 

The Nazis successfully implanted in the Germanic 
mind the idea that all lews were as poisonous as many 
toadstools and used Nietzsche to justify their massacre. 
The same fanatical nihilism of Nietzsche is evident in 
pornography just as it was in the camps of Belsen and 
Auschwitz. 

Pornography depersonalizes our language, thus we do 
make love, ‘we ‘screw’. It is because, according to the 
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pornographers, there is no heart at all in love, that most 
of the girls featured in the glossy magazines display the 
typical schizoid personality in the negative sense of the 
term; they are detached, vacant, uninviting, not in the 
least ‘sexy’. It is strange that the liberated do not seem 
to enjoy their liberation. 

‘Chastity’ is a word rarely used in the mass media 
today, but it is an essential condition of personal integrity. 
It was Jesus who affirmed, “Blessed are the pure in heart, 
for they shall see God”. And no one else could possibly 
see Him for He is of purer eyes than to behold iniquity. 
Most modern films and books are unchaste for they arouse 
feelings that the authors did not feel. Love cannot abide 
deceit, pretence or unreality, for all intimate * human 
relationships must be based on love, and must be 
governed by emotional sincerity, which is the essence of 
chastity. It is important never to forget that the sexual 
relationship is not the only expression of love. A man or 
woman tenderly caring for years for an invalid wife or 
husband, or a middle-aged spinster devotedly serving an 
elderly mother or father can display an equally high and 
noble expression of love. 


Sadism is an Essential Element in Pornography 

An invariable element in pornography is sadism, 
while the more perverse types of pornography reveal a 
greater degree of violence and hostility. Pornography is 
in the main the incompetent writer’s revenge on the 
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tradition of true literature. It seeks to remove literature 
from its true role in the life of our nation and its culture, 
and the vast market for it is one of the clearest symptoms 
of deadly sickness in our society. 

One of the earliest of pornographers is the Marquis 
de Sade who is responsible as much as anyone for the 
fallacy that nature, not God, is ultimate. To him there is 
no Fall, for man and the world as they exist are normal. 
Sade thought it highly offensive to call anything sin, and 
he insisted that murder, rape, theft, disease and death 
are all manifestations of nature and therefore beyond 
criticism. In that Sade openly vindicated murder, he is 
ahead of most liberals, but it is remarkable how much of 
Sade is quoted by liberals today. He was the first to 
advocate homosexuality as a means of birth control. To 
him, abortion and infanticide are legitimate, while he 
encouraged incest. Because Sade rejected God, to him 
there is no such thing as crime. He despised humanists 
who denied the existence of God, yet at the same time 
tried to teach the ethics of the Bible for the benefit of 
society. He declared, “In this world there is nothing 
dangerous but pity and benevolence; goodness is never 
anything but a weakness of which the ingratitude and 
impertinence of the feeble always force the honest folk to 
repent. The love of neighbour, a religious myth, must be 
abolished. It is a restraint upon man. The atrocity of 
capital punishment likewise has to be abolished”. Sade 
maintained that murder is no crime, nor is slander or 
libel. He asked, “Is theft, whose effect is to distribute 
wealth more evenly, to be branded as wrong in our day? 
Plainly, the answer is no; it furthers equality”. 

Sade held that there are no sexual crimes and also 
espoused bestiality, saying, “What is man? And what 
difference is there between him and other plants, between 
him and all other animals of the world? None, obviously”. 
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Murder was a favourite theme. He declared, “The freest 
of all people are they who are most friendly to murder”. 
Infanticide, abortion and euthanesia are urged as checks 
to over-population, and he favoured making suicide 
legitimate. The world is now busy catching up with him. 

Sade’s works, which have no pretensions to literature, 
were made available to all in the name of liberty, with 
the result that at least three young children were tortured 
to death in the U.K. a few years ago in a manner which 
would have delighted Sade. More will be said about this 
later, but those who permitted Sade to be published in 
England cannot escape some of the guilt of this fiendish 
crime. i 

As pornography is without literary value, nothing 
will be lost by restricting it, or better still, by burning it, 
and many lives might well be saved. It has never been 
difficult for ordinary folk to distinguish between 
pornography and literature, and the inability felt by some 
so-called critics to make this distinction may well be a 
reflection upon their critical ability. Pornography has one 
aim, to arouse the reader’s lust, so that by sharing the 
fantasy provided for him he may attain a vicarious sexual 
experience. It is intended to produce this experience, 
unlike literature which reveals the significance of the 
experience to us so that we contemplate it without 
experiencing it. Usually those who claim they are unable 
to distinguish pornography from literature consider 
pornography a legitimate form of literature and are there¬ 
fore biassed and thus disqualified from the role of critic. 
For if we do not censor pornography, our civilization 
will become progressively coarser, more brutal, hedonistic 
and its ethos will disintegrate. Pornography desensitizes us. 

In March 1966, thirty-eight respectable, law-abiding 
citizens in New York watched a killer assault, rape and 
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murder Kitty Genovese over a period of half an hour, 
yet did absolutely nothing to try to save her; they did 
not even telephone the police though they all knew her by 
her Christian name. In April the same year, a crowd, 
also in New York, urged a deranged youth, who was 
clinging to the window-ledge of a hotel, to jump, calling 
him ‘chicken’ and ‘yellow’. Concerning the latter, a ‘New 
York Times editorial asked, “Are they any different from 
the wild-eyed Romans watching and cheering as men and 
beasts tore each other apart in the Colosseum? Does the 
attitude of that Albany mob bespeak a way of life for 
us? . . . If so, the bell tolls for all of us”. The following 
month of that same year, a ‘Times’ article was headed, 
‘Rape Victim’s Screams Draw 40 But No One Acts’. Our 
fathers would have been scandalized at such apathy. 
Undoubtedly, pornography makes us less sensitive, more 
brutal, callous and apathetic. The fanatical nihilist is using 
pornography as a political weapon to destroy not only 
the values of our society, but also democracy, and civiliz¬ 
ation itself. In the name of freedom it insidiously attacks 
our freedom. 

Nude love-making on the stage is always porno¬ 
graphic because the imagination of the audience cannot 
be controlled. Social scientists corroborate the teaching 
of Jesus that the ways in which we use our minds and 
imagination shape our characters and make us the people 
we become. Those who know this, yet dogmatically oppose 
censorship, merely indicate that this, like most dogmatism, 
results in a ‘mindless insistence upon the absurd’. 

Just as the saturation of films and TV programmes 
with scene of violence must condition children to take life 
cheaply, saturation of programmes with sex must condition 
children to take physical love cheaply. When they see 
their elders, the producers of books and films, take sex 
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cheaply, they, being naturally imitative, will do the same. 

In this country, there has been a shocking rise in 
crimes against the person. These have risen from 1470 in 
1953 to 10,671 in 1974, an increase of 626%! Any such 
noticeable increase in crime statistics means something, 
so it is irresponsible for anyone to campaign for more 
liberty until we examine responsibly the effects of the 
liberty we now enjoy. It is obvious that we must seek to 
reduce violence, not to increase it. 

It is sheer humbug, pedantry or a lie to suggest that 
pornography has no effect upon its readers. In a later 
chapter we shall give illustrations of the injury it has 
already caused, and these are only a few of the many 
that could be given. We have not yet met an honest man 
who could say he was never influenced for good or ill 
by some book he read. Every reader of Sade’s ‘Justine’ 
will not take to flagellation or torture, but what might the 
effect of such a book be upon a mind balanced on a 
razor’s edge between cerebral lechery or sadism and actual 
experimentation? Who would dare to assert that the 
Moors sadists would have done what they did without 
reading a line of sadistic pornography? Those who pub¬ 
lished Sade’s works and those who permitted them to be 
sold cannot escape some of the guilt for the ghastly 
Moors murders. If these is no more chance than one in 
a hundred million that anyone might be tortured as the 
tiny girl in the Moors case was, in ways suggested by the 
reading of sadistic pornography, this is more than 
sufficient reason to forbid its publication and sale. Not all 
the pornography in the world is worth the forfeiture of 
any child’s life. 

The three favourite preferences of Sade were sodomy, 
sacrilegious fancies and cruelty. He delightedly listed the 
fiendish torture devices of history and actually prayed to 
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Satan to suggest new means of violence and perversion. 
He considered violence in all its forms a means of playing 
god. His hatred of mankind is clearly evident in all his 
work. Today Sade has many imitators who are determined 
to outdo him. They are defended by many who should 
know better, are legally protected and making enormous 
fortunes. Pornography seeks to proclaim the death of 
God, so, because man cannot live without God, this 
necessitates also the death of man. 

It reduces man to the level of an animal, the end 
product of a long evolution. Many children are growing 
up today under the delusion that only what can be 
physically measured is real and relevant. This means that 
only what is physically harmful is immoral. Most of what 
is taught in school and the mass media emphasises that 
man is merely the product of evolution, purely material, 
so Biblical morality, like God, is only a myth. In spite of 
the Biblical affirmation that man is a dependent being, 
he persists in trying to regard himself as the lord of 
creation. 

Civilization requires the progressive elimination of 
violence, but we are now encouraging it by publicising it 
on the stage, in films, literature and the mass media. This 
is irresponsible for human violence is highly contagious. 
When man is exposed as he is today, to the constant 
image of himself as violent, animalistic and sadistic in 
literature and the mass media he can react strongly against 
the image, or try to ignore it, but there will always be 
some who will consciously or unconsciously adapt their 
own attitudes and behaviour to conform to it. 
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DOES PORNOGRAPHY CORRUPT ? 


The majority of the members of the American Com¬ 
mission on Obscenity and Pornography stated in their 
report that they did not consider that the proliferation of 
filthy books and plays had any lasting effect upon a man’s 
character. Many uninformed people in this country would 
agree with them. But President Nixon’s comment upon 
this opinion was illuminating. “If that be true, it must 
also be true that great books, great paintings and great 
plays have no ennobling effects upon a man’s conduct. 
Centuries of civilization and ten minutes of common 
sense will tell us otherwise.” If advertisers are prepared 
to spend enormous sums on advertising, it must be 
assumed that the printed word and TV commercials have 
great persuasive power. This must be true of films and 
plays for most of what we know, we have learnt through 
our eyes. If no one was corrupted by a book, a picture or 
a film, then no one can have been inspired by one. This 
would reduce all art to the morally trivial and make all 
education morally irrelevant. 

The balancing of literary worth against the tendency 
to deprave is farcical, since the better the style in which 
obscenity is written, the greater the likelihood that it will 
corrupt. A healthy body can withstand a certain amount 
of pollution in either air or water, but a high con¬ 
centration of pollution in either will affect almost every¬ 
one, while even a small dose may seriously affect the 
young or those whose health has already been undermined. 
It is surely logical to apply the same principles to the 
mind. A single exposure to pornography may not affect 
many people, though we know of one man whose life 
has been scarred by a picture which he saw when a small 
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child. A steady diet of such material may well have a 
serious effect upon the mind of many people. 

Dr Victor Cline, a prominent professor of psychology, 
has pointed out that the American Commission ignored 
several studies undertaken for it out of its own funds 
which showed unmistakenly that pornography has cor¬ 
rupted many people in the U.S.A. For instance, Martin 
Propper discovered a significant connection between high 
exposure to pornography and sexually promiscuous and 
deviant behaviour at a very early age in a study of 476 
prison inmates. In another study for the Commission 
Davis and Braucht found in a study of seven different 
groups comprising 356 persons that, “exposure to porno¬ 
graphy is the strongest predicator of sexual deviance 
among the early age of exposure subjects”. In another 
study for the Commission, Alan Berger and his associates 
found among 473 adolescents and 1177 college students 
that the most significant relationship in both cases was 
between those exposed to large amounts of pornography 
and those engaging in high levels of sexual activity. In the 
case of the High School students, they found a clear 
relationship between seeing films depicting sexual inter¬ 
course, and premarital intercourse on the part of the 
adolescents themselves. In still another study for the 
Commission, Mosher and Katz studied male aggression 
against women and declared, “Aggression against women 
increases when that aggression is instrumental to securing 
sexual stimulation through seeing pornography”. 

Goldstein in his studies for the Commission discovered 
that 57% of the rapists he interviewed had tried out the 
sexual behaviour depicted during adolescent exposure to 
pornography, while 77% of the molesters of boys and 
87% of the molesters of girls reported that they had 
imitated sexual behaviour depicted by pornography. But 
even more important in some ways is the admission of 
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85% of those not convicted of any crime that they, too, 
had imitated behaviour suggested by pornography. Thus 
both the groups studied had been seriously affected by 
pornography. 

The Commission omitted to declare in its report that 
it had asked psychiatrists and psychologists to state if they 
had found in their experience a direct causal link between 
pornography and a sex crime, and no less than 254 
replied in the affirmative, while another 324 reported that 
they suspected such a link. Though this large group of 578 
was a minority of those who replied, their reports should 
not have been ignored. If 500 doctors stated that they had 
found no direct connection between smoking and lung 
cancer, while 200 replied that they had found one, no one 
would be foolish enough to deny such a link existed in 
some cases. 

In a study of obscenity and sexual practices in 91 
cultures, Stephens reported to the Commission that 
modesty, chastity and sexual restraints are common to all 
four of the world’s great religions, Christianity, Islam, 
Hinduism and Buddhism, and he also discovered that the 
growth of religion and sexual responsibility and restraints 
is also associated intimately with the increase in cultural 
complexity and political development. He found obscenity 
rampant in primitive societies, and that the more primitive 
and barbaric the tribe, the greater the sexual licence and 
the interest in obscenity. Thus in a nation where the 
family is strong and sexuality is controlled and sublimated, 
a more disciplined and admirable individual is produced. 

Because the Commission turned a blind eye to this 
and other evidence, it is little wonder that the President, 
and the Senate by 60 votes to 5, rejected the Com¬ 
mission’s Report. It is astounding that such an important 
Commission should have rejected such devastating 




evidence gathered at its own request by the use of its 
own funds ! 

The eminent psychologist. Prof. James, affirms, “It 
can no longer be argued with any degree of conviction 
that pornography or the portrayal of violence has no 
effect upon the behaviour of people who see things on the 
screen or in books. Both their behaviour and emotional 
reactions are affected and the effects are not transitory”. 


The former editor of the notorious magazine OZ, 
Richard Neville, was asked in court, “Suppose you had a 
15-year-old daughter who read your magazine, would this 
encourage her to be promiscuous?” His reply should never 
be forgotten. It was, “Certainly, that really is the whole 
point of such magazines”. No one should know better. 
He added that the family is now out of date, and in its 
place, he would like to see a kind of communal living. 
He was emphatic on two points: pornography does 
encourage promiscuity, and it can be used for the purpose 
of replacing the family as an institution. 

Civilization is the result of much painstaking labour 
through the centuries, and it will take much less time to 
destroy it. Every successful society has been based upon 
long-term marriage and a stable family life. It is significant 
that Russia in the early days of its revolution tried to 
abolish the family as an institution, but now it is safer 
from attack there than in our own country. Russia 
imposes firm curbs on pornography and divorce. Western 
Marxists have tried to establish communes based on shared 
sex, but they would be imprisoned if they tried to set 
these up in Russia. Some such communies, such as that of 
Charles Manson in California, which ended in an orgy 
of murder, have come to a swift and violent end. 
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Sir Alfred North, when President of our Court of 
Appeal, drew attention to the corrupting power of 
pornography when a man of 41, happily married with 
three children, appealed against a prison sentence imposed 
on him for attempting to blackmail a young woman into 
having sexual relations with him. He was induced to 
commit this crime by looking at indecent photographs. 

In 1975, a man in the U.K. was sentenced to seven 
years imprisonment for sexual assault, and his wife said 
of him, “Michael was a pretty normal sort of bloke until 
a couple of years ago when I noticed he’d bought some 
magazines. Then I noticed he was buying more and more. 
He became a sort of sex-book maniac; it was like a 
passion, an addiction ... He lost interest in everything 
except them and sex”. The High Court judge who sen¬ 
tenced him stated, “It is often said that pornography 
really does not cause any evil results. On the evidence 
of this case, but for the literature this matter would never 
have arisen”. 

An Englishman, whose wife and himself had been 
shown pornographic material by a new male friend, as a 
result of which the wife became the mistress of this man, 
was so infuriated that he prepared petrol bombs, setting 
fire to the caravan in which the man, and his wife and 
children were sleeping. The wife and children were 
severely burnt, and the culprit was sentenced to life 
imprisonment. The judge in accepting the man’s plea of 
not guilty on an attempted murder charge, remarked, “It 
would be interesting if those who believe that pornography 
does not corrupt were shown the papers of this case. It 
certainly did here”. 

But probably the most widely publicised case in 
which pornography was the chief contributory factory was 
the Marston Moors Murder Trial in which two young 
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people, Ian Brady and his mistress, Myra Hindley, were 
convicted of the murder of a youth of 17, a boy of 12 
and a girl of 10. These criminals had become steeped in 
pornography, the house being full of it, especially of the 
works of Sade. They actually derived pleasure from the 
revolting murders, and taped the cries of the children. 

They were undoubtedly depraved but we can only 
declare them so when we judge them by a set of values 
that convinces us that it is wicked to murder. This scheme 
of values is a noble part of our heritage, but is the 
target of the pornographers. Anyone or anything which 
rejects the values on which our national character is 
based is both depraving and corrupting. 

Pornography is depravity and corruption, and the 
author is himself corrupted. If anyone declares that he 
has not met anyone depraved by pornography, he may 
be unable to recognize depravity when he sees it. Much 
that occurs in films and books is not real life unless it 
be that of the brothel or mental hospital. 

Sex is common to both animals and human beings, 
but when sex is public the viewer sees only the animal 
side of it. Only in private can a couple make love as 
distinct from merely copulating in an animal and casual 
way. Pornography is not a trivial matter for what is at 
stake is nothing less than humanity and civilization. 

In his monumental work “Sex and Culture”, Prof. 
J. D. Unwin indicates that it is impossible for human 
beings to enter our rationalistic stage of society unless 
the mothers of future generations spend their early years 
in a tradition in which sexual opportunity has been 
reduced to a minimum by such regulations as compel 
both male and female to confine themselves to one another 
for the whole of their lives. His researches reveal that 
stable marriages are the basis of a rational and complex 
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society and it is impossible to have one without the other. 
In his work, which has never been refuted, but 

corroborated by every later study, he demonstrates from 
his study of 80 civilizations that every one was established 
and consolidated by observing a strict moral code, was 
maintained while this strict code was kept, and then 

decayed when sexual licence was permitted. His con¬ 

clusion is that “any human society is free to enjoy sexual 
freedom or to display great energy; the evidence is con¬ 
clusive that it cannot do both for more than one 

generation”. 

Modesty and love are banished in pornography; in¬ 
deed a savage attack is being mounted on modesty as a 
relic of Victorian Puritanism. This seems to oflfer us a 
new freedom, but it is really an invitation to cease to be 
human. Some psychoanalysts, like Masud Khan, are 
speaking of the over-permissive society. None is elated 
with our obsession with sex. The significance of the new 
psychoanalytical insights is that they encourage morality. 
They reveal that the more individuals wish to realise 
their humanity in real and creative ways, the more their 
sense of personal values is enhanced. Normal people have 
an innate moral sense and cherish absolute values based 
upon love and natural relationships. The more people 
acquire the values of our culture, the more human they 
become; the more they reject these, the more obviously 
animal they become. 

Though much of what is depicted on the stage and 
screen today is typical either of the brothel or the mental 
hospital, it is solemnly offered in the name of Art, with a 
capital ‘A’. A quotation in the Journal of the Drama 
School of New York University offered to justify way-out 
activities is from Nietzsche, “We must be capable of 
setting ourselves up above morality; not with the uneasy 
rigidity of the man who constantly fears to lose his 
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footing and fall, but with the practised ease of one who 
can float, disport himself above it. And how should we 
achieve this aim without the art, without the madman’s 
aid? And as long as you are in any way ashamed of 
yourself, you cannot possibly be of our number”. With 
intense fanaticism the students are encouraged to rise 
above morality and rush towards nihilism, scornfully 
considering those who fail to rise above morality inferior 
beings! 

In a recent book, Dr Benjamin Spock declares that 
works in which the primary aim to to shock, revolt or 
embarrass by explicity depicting sexual intimacies, espec¬ 
ially those of a loveless, perverse or brutal kind, are 
unhealthy for society because they assault the carefully 
constructed inhibitions and sublimations of sexuality and 
violence which are normal for all human beings (except 
those raised without any morals at all) and are essential 
in the foundation of any civilization. He affirms that too 
early dating has a tendency to dehumanize love. Victor 
Frankl warns us of the dangers to psychic health caused 
by the commercial exploitation of sex. He points out that 
serious sexual activities by young girls lead to a distinct 
shrinking of general interests and a serious limitation of 
their mental horizon. While the personality is still 
immature, the sex instinct which holds out the promise 
of easy pleasure and vehemently demands satisfaction, 
swallows up all other concerns. As a result, the inner 
preparation for marriage must inevitably suffer, for 
happiness and a durable marriage are guaranteed only by 
steady progress towards normal development. Farber 
asserts that our modern preoccupation with sex is 
gradually eroding the meaning of sex for us all. 

Bruno Bettelheim, the noted psychoanalyst, affirms, 
“If a society does not taboo sex, children will grow up in 
relative sex freedom. But so far history has shown that 
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such a society cannot create culture or civilization; it 
remains primitive.” Dr Sorokin also emphasises that 
“there is no example of a community which has retained 
its high position on the cultural scale after less rigorous 
sexual customs have replaced more restricting ones”. 

The New York Academy of Medicine declared in 
1963 that reading salacious literature encourages a morbid 
preoccupation with sex and interferes with the develop¬ 
ment of a healthy attitude to, and respect for, the opposite 
sex. If young people are stimulated by pornography to 
indulge in certain forms of perversion before they under¬ 
stand their implications, they may well find the experiences 
so traumatic that they are scarred for life. 

i 

The U.S.A. Surgeon-General’s Report on TV 
Violence demonstrated that there is a causal relationship 
between children’s exposure to TV/film violence and 
participation in more aggressive behaviour. It is therefore 
incredible that exposure to pornography depicting deviant 
sexual activities does not similarly affect the behaviour of 
the viewer. 

The influence of pornography upon the cultural and 
moral environment of a nation, and hence upon the mind 
and character of its citizens is probably even more 
significant than the disastrous consequences of porno¬ 
graphy upon individuals. Books, magazines, TV and 
films constitute a substantial part of our cultural environ¬ 
ment, therefore, over a period of time, they must have 
cumulative effects upon the quality of our social and 
individual life. The arts influence ethics because they 
influence the tastes and sensibilities which are important 
ingredients of moral character. Our attitudes to what is 
good or bad, noble or base are connected with our feel¬ 
ings about what is beautiful or ugly, proper or improper, 
and these moral sentiments are fashioned by the arts and 
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mass media, as well as by academic and parental 
education. Thus nobility in art promotes humane 
sensitivity, while debased or prurient arts can undermine 
sensitivity. Pornography erodes the finer feelings con¬ 
cerning the sexual relation, the meaning of love and the 
value of a human being. 

Therefore what the arts present to us, and how the 
mass media play upon the tastes and sensibilities of our 
nation is obviously of the utmost importance to us all. 
for good or ill the arts are our teachers. Thus we cannot 
remain indifferent as a nation if the arts teach us that 
love is merely sex, that people are only objects whom 
we can use as we wish as means to self-gratification, that 
moral restraints upon human passions are outmoded and 
that no intimacies should be considered sacred, it is 
undeniable that the modern freedom with which sexual 
matters are treated in the arts and media has been 
followed by corresponding liberties in sexual behaviour. 
Indubitably, wife-swapping, sex clubs, premarital and 
extramarital experimentation of all kinds have increased. 

Most people take their moral standards from the 
community in which they live, so the lower the standards 
of the media, the lower will the standards of the com¬ 
munity fall. Hence the absurdity of judging books, films, 
etc., by the standards of the community, for the lower the 
standards of censorship, the lower will fall those of the 
community. 

Unrestricted circulation of pornography endangers 
the values and qualities of character which are essential 
for responsible citizenship and decent social relations, so 
society for its own preservation must impose limits. Our 
form of government depends for its survival upon the 
character of its citizens. A society of thoroughgoing 
hedonists, which many producers of films and TV pro- 
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grammes apparently desire to create, would soon collapse, 
for each would be concerned only with the gratification 
of his own desires, even though this might well be at the 
expense of others. 

Our nation depends for its vitality upon the 
monogamous family, and this cannot be preserved with¬ 
out the restraint of man’s elemental passions and 
appetites. A society in which love, friendship and regard 
for others were not encouraged and protected from those 
who sought to destroy them would not be worth living in. 
A society which failed to distinguish between what is 
higher and more human from what is lower and barbaric 
would soon lose the respect and allegiance of its better 
members, so would soon disintegrate. Without moder¬ 
ation and restraint, that is, civility, it would be impossible 
to maintain democracy at its best. Civility is not an 
inevitable or spontaneous product of unorganized social 
relations; it is the fragile achievement of centuries. It has 
never been able to survive without the existence of rules 
which have been enforced against uncivil behaviour and 
expression. 

On 3 September 1970, the London Times’ said, 
“Porn always has in it somewhere a hatred of man as a 
human being able to respond to ideals, and of man as an 
animal. Porn is not an affirmation but a denial of life, 
and commercial porn is a denial of life for the sake of 
money”. 

Surely our dignity as human beings is affronted when 
we see a woman having sexual intercourse with a dog or 
a stallion. A noted liberal wrote recently, “I have always 
been a liberal, and am therefore by instinct against censor¬ 
ship, yet I feel I am now being led down the path of 
evil”. 

We are rightly concerned about the pollution of our 
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physical environment, but how much more should we be 
concerned at the pollution of our cultural environment! 
The sexual act is so significant, intimate and personal and 
such a source of creative power that exhibition of the 
sexual organs should be banned together with the per¬ 
formance or simulation of sexual acts by live persons on 
the stage or screen or in pictures. An act which carries 
such power as the sexual, enabling one to perpetuate one’s 
name and species should never be treated as banal or 
insignificant. This would be to do violence to nature itself. 


THE LAW 

This brings us to a consideration of the law in the 
enforcement of a moral code. It is obvious that a widely 
shared morality and a common set of values are necessary 
if society is not to disintegrate or lapse into tyranny, and 
also that some sanctions are essential to protect that 
morality. It is clear to every level-headed person that 
there must be a connection between the flood of 
pornography, abortion, the increase in venereal disease 
and illegitimacy, the frightening upsurge in the incidence 
of rape (in New Zealand this has risen from 21 cases 
in 1953 to 278 in 1974, an increase of 1300%!) and the 
elevation of fornication and promiscuity to the high 
modern status of a fashion which evokes inane laughter 
when presented before live TV audiences. 

The law has two basic functions; to protect our 
liberty and to inculcate what is right and wrong. The 
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didactic function of the law is often ignored but it is 
important for to most people what is legal is considered 
right. The law must protect the young from evil men who 
would corrupt them, and it must also protect decent 
citizens from those who would thrust pornography under 
their noses. Thus the public display of pornography, its 
unsolicited distribution, and its sale to young persons 
should be prohibited. The law should also prevent the 
commercial exploitation of men and women, prevent 
inducements being offered to people to indulge in sexual 
perversions, bestiality, etc., and should be used to prose¬ 
cute anyone who tries to make money out of films or 
photographs of such activities. The law cannot make 
people moral but it can restrain the corrupters. 1 The state 
has an obvious duty to ensure that money-grubbers are 
not permitted to destroy it from within. It expends a 
great deal of money to protect itself from external 
enemies, yet often remains curiously blind to the 
activities of internal enemies,even though it is surely well 
aware that most great civilizations have perished through 
internal corruption. 

The right of society to forbid the deposit of litter in 
public places and its right to ensure the purity of food¬ 
stuffs is accepted without question. But if the physical 
health of its citizens is important to the state, how much 
more must be the nation’s mental health! We spend 
colossal sums on education, yet often seem strangely in¬ 
different to the activities of those who seek to warp the 
minds of many. 

Prof. J. D. Unwin has demonstrated that civilizations 
disintegrate from within much more frequently than they 
are overcome by external enemies. It cannot be denied 
that most purveyors of pornography are intent upon 
anarchy, the destruction of the land of society of which 
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they disapprove. Do we desire our nation to be destroyed 
through widespread promiscuity and homosexual activities, 
or do we wish to take reasonable precautions to preserve 
the integrity of family life, without which our national 
life will soon decay? If so, we should insist that the 
moral values which have made our nation great be 
emphasised in our schools and on the mass media. All 
too often the latter ignore them, and it is doubtful if 
they are being clearly and unequivocally taught in our 
schools. 

There will, however, be cases where legal sanctions 
are needed. There is little doubt that the increase in VD, 
which is alarming the health authorities in this and other 
countries, is linked to the proliferation of pornography. 
The incidence of this disease in Sweden has been described 
as catastrophic, while in the U.K. between 1954 and 
1969 there was a 150% increase in male gonorrhoea and a 
330% increase in female gonorrhoea, while in the first 
half of 1971 there was a 40% increase over the first half 
of 1970. In suburban areas of the U.S.A. it has reached 
epidemic proportions. This obviously indicates a consider¬ 
able increase in promiscuity, and there can be little doubt 
that it is connected with a simultaneous upsurge of porno¬ 
graphy. This disease imposes an additional financial 
burden on the state which can be met only out of taxation, 
so taxpayers have an interest in the prevention of this 
disease, and curbs on the production and distribution of 
pornography will help in this. 

A few people claim that pornography should be 
permitted on the grounds that we must not discourage 
the production of great literature. But where is this 
great literature? It can only exist in the minds of its 
admirers. Had the works of Sade been prohibited, the 
world would have been not in the least poorer, and at 
le^st three young people might well have been alive today. 
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Sex has always been one of the themes of great literature, 
though Homer and many other of the greatest writers had 
little to say about it. But it has never been the main 
theme as it is in pornography. We know nothing of the 
sexuality of Sherlock Holmes or Fagin, for example, and 
are not in the least the poorer for it. 

Freedom can never be total, for man is only a 
creature and only his Creator is totally free. No man or 
institution can be trusted with total freedom. Though civil 
liberty is not derived from the state, it is administered by 
it, and in order to further mutual liberties, mutual 
restraints are imposed upon it. Strangely enough, freedom 
has grown at the same time as legal restraints have 
increased, for these have tried to prevent men and 
institutions from endangering the freedom of others. Free¬ 
dom and restrictive legislative action have gone hand in 
hand in the Western world, because true freedom neces¬ 
sitates legal restraints on the abuse of power and freedom. 
There was much less legal restriction on speech 200 years 
ago, and also much less freedom. Protagonists for 
pornography rarely see that law and liberty are closely 
intertwined. 

All who desire a great future for our nation must 
never forget that premarital continuence, monogamy and 
postmarital chastity have always produced great cultural 
energy, while promiscuity has always been closely fol¬ 
lowed by cultural degeneracy. One thing is certain, the 
pornographers will soon be dead and gone but we must 
ensure that they have no successors and that they do not 
carry our great heritage to the grave with them, even 
though nothing would give them greater pleasure. 
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Censorship 


To many shallow thinkers, censorship is narrow¬ 
minded and an attack upon liberty. But we refuse to make 
poisons and dangerous drugs freely available, so why 
should we permit the sale of moral poisons such as Sade’s 
writings? To be starving in a room bare of food would 
be hard to bear, but to be able from such a room to 
see and smell food cooking, while unable to reach it, 
would be exquisite torture indeed. There is nothing evil 
in sexual hunger, and millions suffer this, but to stimulate 
it when it cannot be honourably satisfied, is torture 
indeed. 

We are assured by some opponents of censorship 
that the effect of pornography is cathartic, so if we allow 
our minds to be subjected to a continuous bombardment 
of violence, cruelty and sexual stimulation, we shall rid 
ourselves of any desire to act upon our aggressive 
instincts, thus becoming kinder and more attractive people. 
If this were even remotely true, the guards at Belsen and 
Dachau should have been the most lovable persons on 
earth! 

In an English play, when some louts rolled a baby 
in its own excrement and then stoned it to death, the 
Director of the Royal Court Theatre, who was responsible 
for the production, proudly declared, “Have you ever 
seen a baby stoned to death on the stage before? Or a 
flabby old bag arousing sexual excitement in a young 
man? I think it is a triumph to have put these things on 
the stage!” Others might well think he was in urgent need 
of psychiatry. 

Ian Brady brooded long on a passage of Sade which 
includes this sentence, “Murder is a horror, but a horror 
often necessary, never criminal and essential to tolerate 
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in a republic”. Did this give him the rationale, the self¬ 
justification for his ghastly crimes? Man is easily con¬ 
ditioned to almost anything, and it is a horrifying pos¬ 
sibility that in the case of most of us, exposure to frequent 
displays of violence and obscenity may well result in our 
imitating them or at the very least in the blunting of our 
sensibilities. Long ago. Pope wrote: 

Vice is a monster of so frightful a mien. 

As, to be hated, needs but to be seen; 

Yet seen too oft, familiar with her face. 

We first endure, then pity, then embrace. 

It is significant that Myra Hindley’s herqine was 
Irma Grese, who was hanged for 1 her war crimes as a 
guard at Belsen, and Myra kept her photograph in her 
room. One of the most horrifying details of the Moors 
murders is that Brady and Hmdley kept a tape-recording 
of the torture and murder of the 10-year-old girl. The 
spate of pornography now flooding the Western world 
helped to make them what they became. The Moors 
murders, which were far more repulsive in detail than 
most people even now realise, were not so much an 
isolated incident as an abscess which burst to disclose 
the depths to which some members of our permissive 
society have sunk. Immediately after the trial there was 
some discussion about the extent to which society itself 
had contributed to the murders, but, strangely enough, 
no attempt was made to curb the flow of sadomasochistic 
pornography! We must never forget that humanity has 
progressed only by limiting the freedom of some people, 
such as the slave-owners, and that all who have cam¬ 
paigned for such restrictions for the good of society have 
been pilloried. Samuel Plimsoll came in for an astonish¬ 
ing amount of criticism for trying to restrict the freedom 
of unscrupulous shipowners to overload ships. 
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Some maintain that the abolition of censorship 
would result in finer literature, but now that censorship 
of books has been dangerously relaxed, where is this fine 
literature? There is, however, abundant evidence that 
much of the truly great literature of the past is unread 
by most people today because of the steady moral 
deterioration of much of society and its preoccupation 
with trivia. It is high time that our legislators studied 
seriously some of the effects of lowering literary standards 
upon our nation. 

The introduction of pornography into a mind not 
habituated to it may result in the disorientation of normal 
emotional habits. This may well account for the acquies- 
ance of Myra Hindley in the torture and fiendish murder 
of a small girl. Anyone who steeps his mind in porno¬ 
graphy may well find it is warped. Every criminal who, 
incited by pornography, has raped anyone, has robbed an 
innocent person of the freedom to which she had a right. 
She also had a right to the protection of the law. 

Exposure to a regular diet of pornography 
desensitizes viewers and readers to such an extent that a 
girl can be assaulted in the streets of our cities in day¬ 
light without a single passerby rushing to her rescue. 
Unless we control pornography more effectively there will 
be more of such instances. What is absolutely certain is 
that no one who views a pornographic film immediately 
rushes out to organize a crusade to make our streets as 
safe as they were only fifteen years ago. It is certain that 
the purveyors of pornography have no intention of doing 
this, for they regard women merely as objects which man 
may use as he wishes. 

Nothing could be more menacing to society than the 
attempt of many newspapers in the U.K. to suppress any 
suggestion that pornography played a crucial part in the 
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Moors murders. The ‘Daily Mail’, for instance, suggested 
that Brady and Hindley were mad, but they were no more 
mad than the guards in the concentration camps. Society 
felt soiled by the murders, and rightly so, for it was 
obvious that such a horror was the direct result of purvey¬ 
ing muck. Surely the life of one tiny child is too high a 
price to pay for the freedom to distribute pornography! 

Society cannot remain indifferent to the ways in 
which its citizens choose to entertain themselves. Bear- 
baiting, cockfighting and fighting with bare fists were 
abolished because society believed that the multitudes who 
flocked to witness such entertainments became debased 
and brutalised. It is interesting that recently a §ght with 
bare fists was arranged and many paid £5 apiece to 
witness it, but it was prevented by the police. Because of 
the ample evidence that pornography and obscenity de¬ 
prave and corrupt, we must wage constant war on them. 

Democracy is possible only as long as there are suf¬ 
ficient persons of irreproachable character to govern. True 
democracy must pay careful attention to the collective 
self which we call public opinion, for in a democracy this 
governs us collectively. Public opinion must always seek 
to preserve a high quality of life or democracy will perish. 
Our forefathers worked wonders in the world because they 
censored pornography with a clear conscience, and had no 
difficulty in recognizing it. They refused to allow people 
freely to corrupt themselves, and refused to allow people 
to be governed by the more irrational and infantile parts 
of themselves. It is impossible for any nation to seek a 
nobler life for its people and at the same time permit 
pornography to degrade and corrupt; the two are 
incompatible. 

If censorship were abolished, who would gain? 
Society is entitled to safeguards and insists upon them 
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against the drug-pedlar, the burglar and the murderer. 
Anyone who still maintains, against the weight of evidence, 
that pornography should not be censored, ought to be 
humble enough to confess that he might be wrong. 

One of the ironies of the American Commission’s 
Report on Pornography and Obscenity is that the 
scientists on the Effects Panel — the most influential of 
the Committees of the Commission — represented anti¬ 
censorship positions, yet they had no hestitation, as we 
have shown, in censoring material which did not support 
their view, even though this had been produced at the 
request of the Commission and financed with its funds! 
No one can read the Commission’s Report without notic¬ 
ing the important part which the personal values of the 
commissioners played in their interpretation and rejection 
of scientific data. 

Censorship is in the first place a defence for those 
who fear temptation, and in the second, a protection for 
those who might be victimized. Above all, it delineates 
the scope of social ethos, and society’s rejection of 
obscenity. People function in society by controlling their 
own impulses. Society is not held together by reason, but 
by feelings of human solidarity, compassion, identification 
and empathy among other things. Pornography not only 
encourages crime but also weakens human solidarity 
among those who stay within the law. It erodes our 
cultural heritage by encouraging us to desublimate and 
sever the link which society has forged between love and 
effection and sex, so censorship is as justifiable as speed 
limits. If we all behaved like rational beings on the roads, 
these might be unnecessary; if all producers of material 
for the mass media were altruistic, censorship would be 
unnecessary. 

But, alas, there are far too many unscrupulous film- 
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makers and TV producers and others who are mainly 
interested in making a fortune with scant concern for the 
many who may well be harmed by their productions, so 
in the foreseeable future, censorship will be necessary. If 
the desire of anyone to make a fortune out of the 
portrayal of sexual intercourse or perversion is not an 
instance of moral degradation, then the term has lost all 
meaning. Any responsible person will forego the in¬ 
dulgence of any desire if his indulgence places at risk the 
well-being of others. Freedom, if unaccompanied by 
reasonable self-restraint and social responsibility, can 
easily become a destructive force. As these appear to be 
rare commodities in the entertainment world today they 
must be imposed from without. The people t»he avant 
garde considers dumb may well be right when they affirm 
that sex needs cautious treatment, that sexual privacy 
needs protection from commercial exploitation, that sexual 
relations must not be divested of all sanctity and reduced 
to ‘the level of leer and titter’. 

Human dignity and self-respect demands that some 
things we possess should be shielded, protected from the 
world at large, that some things belong exlusively to us 
or to our very special relationships. The body and some 
of its acts demand a high degree of privacy. Human 
dignity stems from our possession of higher and rational 
faculties, which control our lower and merely animal 
faculties. Pornography seeks to reverse this, to dethrone 
our rational faculties and enthrone our appetites. With¬ 
out our social conventions and the help of various moral 
and aesthetic properties, including the verbal ones, we 
should be constantly confronted with the animal side of 
our existence and reminded of its appetites. Privacy pro¬ 
tects our individuality. If all our physical acts were per¬ 
formed in public, we would cease to be individuals and 
would become merely anonymous members of the herd. 
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The physical side is the least unique, individual part of us. 
As the higher human faculties are fragile, they need 
constant support. A totally naked person, exposed to 
public gaze, is very vulnerable, and this is because his 
humanity and individuality is without external support 
and its fragility is revealed to all. The pornographer is 
well aware of this, so he strips his characters of their 
dignity because they are totally at the mercy of their 
passions and consequently dehumanized. 

Love and affection can no more survive total pub¬ 
licity than can human dignity. Love is an exclusive 
emotion which involves the sharing of secret things with 
a very privileged person. In the ugly world of porno¬ 
graphy there are no privileged persons or things; every 
person is merely an object of pleasure and manipulation. 
The characters in a pornographic novel or film are 
unlovable, precisely because they are not individuals, they 
have nothing to call their own. 

Censorship affirms that society has a standard of 
decency, a public morality. The didactic function of law 
is often overlooked but is of immense importance, and 
in the case of censorship is actually more significant than 
its coercive function. If there were no public morality it 
would soon become impossible to protect children from 
obscenity, and how many hedonists would even make an 
attempt to do so? Society would be stupid or masochistic 
were it to permit the psychopathic and sick among us to 
use the media to destroy or injure us. Most of us are 
surely capable of learning from history (even if the 
psychopath cannot) that the horrors of Auschwitz and 
Belsen began first in someone's mind, and that porno¬ 
graphy played an important role in conditioning the 
German people to agree to them. Let us resolve that the 
psychopaths among us are not allowed to destroy our 
society by using the mass media in the same way! 
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The Indecent Publications Tribunal 

The only body in this country with the right to 
censor books, recordings and magazines published not 
oftener than once a month is the Indecent Publications 
Tribunal. Newspapers and fortnightly magazines do not 
concern the Tribunal, so any complants about these should 
be referred to the Police. 

Anyone can refer a doubtful book to the Secretary 
for Justice, who, if he considers the Tribunal might judge 
it indecent, will forward it to that body. The Act prescribes 
that six copies of a book are to be forwarded, but this 
could be expensive for the ordinary citizen. If one copy 
only is sent, the decision of the Tribunal will be 1 delayed, 
for all members will have to read it in turn. If the Chair¬ 
man, after perusing the single copy, considers that the 
book should be examined, he should have been given 
the right to ask the publishers or importers to supply a 
further five copies to enable the Tribunal to adjudicate 
on the matter before all the copies of the book are sold. 
It is a pity that the members of the Tribunal, because 
they are busy people, with full-time positions in other 
fields, are able to meet only infrequently. We should 
press for the appointment of a full-time Tribunal, for it 
has often taken up to four months to reach a decision on 
a publication. In the meantime all the copies could have 
been sold. The Tribunal in 1969 declared a capping 
magazine indecent in the hands of anyone under 17, but 
this was after 52,000 of the 55,000 printed had been sold! 

It is reprehensible that decisions of the Tribunal have 
been flouted with impunity. We purchased in a dairy, 
without being asked a single question, a book which 
carried a label to the effect that the Tribunal had solemnly 
decided, ‘This book is indecent, except in the hands of 
a psychologist or a serious student of 18th century 
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English literature’, but, though we drew the attention of 
two Parliamentary Select Committees to this, no apparent 
notice was taken of it. Presumably even a child could 
have purchased it in spite of the Tribunal’s decision. 
There appears to be little to prevent children from buying 
in dairies books which have been restricted by the 
Tribunal to persons over certain ages. We should seek 
an amendment of the law to prevent dairies from being 
allowed to sell restricted books, for children often serve 
in them, and some dairies, as we have proved, are not even 
attempting to observe the decisions of the Tribunal, thus 
bringing not only the Tribunal, but even Parliament 
itself, into contempt. 

The law should also be amended to prevent the sale 
of doubtful books until the Tribunal has adjudicated on 
them. Those who sell books which are eventually banned 
or restricted should be subject to heavy fines. We should 
also seek to have at least two members, who truly repre¬ 
sent the general public, included on the Tribunal. At 
present, apart from the Chairman, who must be a bar¬ 
rister of at least seven years’ experience in the Supreme 
Court, two members must be literary experts. It was 
significant that when a new member was interviewed 
shortly after appointment and stated that people were 
now able to cope with more mature books, the report of 
the interview was published in the Wellington ‘Evening 
Post’ alongside the report of a case in the Supreme Court 
in which the accused said he was led to whip and sexually 
assault a girl because of what he had seen in a cartoon 
in a book. This destroyed any credibility which might have 
been given to the new member’s opinion concerning our 
maturity! 

The Secretary of Justice and the Comptroller of 
Customs can now ask for an exparte interim order on 
sales of doubtful books while the Tribunal examines 
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them, but the Chairman can refuse to grant this order. 
If he does agree, the order is in force for only a month 
at a time up to a maximum of three months. Surely the 
Minister of Justice and the Chairman of the Tribunal 
should be able to exercise this right in the case of every 
publication submitted, and the restriction should remain 
in force until the Tribunal has given its decision. 

In the last year or two the Minister of Justice has 
been dilatory in bringing doubtful publications before the 
Tribunal. In June 1975, he promised to send one maga¬ 
zine published in N.Z. to the Tribunal, in August a copy 
oi the same magazine was sent to him, and even though 
this particular issue had a disgusting article adyocating 
the practice of incest, he admitted in October that as yet 
no copy had been sent to the Tribunal, though he assured 
us copies would be forwarded! 

It is most regrettable that the Tribunal has lowered 
its standards in the last few years, and has now declared 
that books which it considered indecent three years before 
are no longer so! Unless Christians raise their voices in 
protest against declining standards, they will continue to 
fall even lower. 

There is some confusion over the meaning of the 
word ‘exhibits’ in the Indecent Publications Act. The Act 
says it is an offence to ‘exhibit’ publications indecent for 
those under 16 or 18 to anyone under the specified age, 
but as two magistrates have given contrary inter¬ 
pretations the Police decline to prosecute under the 
Section concerned. As a great deal of restricted material 
is openly displayed for sale to any age in many book¬ 
shops, this makes nonsense of the Section. 
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FILMS 


There is a serious move afoot to relax the law relat¬ 
ing to censorship of films, so that films for persons 18 
years of age and over will be exempt from censorship. 
This is tragic for it would put adults at the mercy of 
unscrupulous film producers. Films have immense power, 
and there can be little doubt that some have dulled the 
sensitivity to, and encouraged the practice of, sexual 
immorality and violence as a result of constant repetition 
of the themes of rape, promiscuity and adultery. A Grand 
Jury in Texas recently commented, “We believe that 
most of those who seek out today’s adult entertainment 
more than once must be morally sick or perverted”. 

The film ‘A Clockwork Orange’ left behind it in many 
places a trail of misery. In Canberra, for instance, there 
were seven apparently motiveless cases of gang assault 
one evening, four of them within a mile of the cinema 
where the film was being screened, and all were similar 
to scenes in the film. An ambulance man in Adelaide 
observed that he could guess in which suburb the film 
was being shown by the late night calls from people who 
had been assaulted or raped. Governor Wallace was shot 
by a man who claimed that he had been incited by the 
film to do this. Some have the effrontery to assert, “No one 
needs to see such films unless he wants to”. There are 
many who do want to, but it can be little comfort to a 
woman who has been raped or a man who has been 
beaten up to know that their attackers had merely been 
exercising the freedom which society had given them! 
Surely what a man does with his freedom is all-important. 

It is high time that we tightened up our censorship of 
films, and ceased to instruct and incite potential rapists 
in our cinemas. Those who permit films like ‘A Clock- 
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work Orange’ to be screened must hate women, especially 
young women. In 1974, our newspapers informed us that 
a rapist and a youth convicted of sexual assault had been 
influenced by films, while the London ‘Spectator’ asked in 
1974, ‘Who Killed David McManus?’ in connection with 
a case where the murderer claimed he had been influenced 
by a film depicting violence, including murder, and con¬ 
cluded that society was guilty by allowing such films to be 
screened. 

It is surely reprehensible that though film exhibitors 
can appeal against any decision of the Censor to cut or 
ban a film, the public has been denied the right to appeal 
against the Censor’s decision to approve of a fijm. The 
Minister of Internal Affairs, has the right of appeal when 
asked to do so, but has exercised this right only once. 
Several films passed in N.Z. such as the ‘Language of 
Love’, though cut, appeared to the ordinary member of 
the public as contrary to public order and decency, and 
the jury in an English court unanimously found the uncut 
version to be obscene. It is high time that the public were 
granted the same democratic right of appeal against the 
decisions of the Censor as that granted to the importers. 
These can appeal, not because they have the good of the 
community at heart, but in order to profit from porno¬ 
graphy! The public welfare is apparently of secondary 
importance! 

But the strangest feature of the system of censoring 
films in that no one ensures that the decisions of the 
Film Censor are policed. To the best of our knowledge, 
no exhibitor has been prosecuted for allowing an under¬ 
age person to attend a restricted film, nor has anyone been 
prosecuted for illegally attending one. This makes nonsense 
of the Censor’s classifications, for many under-age per¬ 
sons have viewed restricted films. Until a few years ago. 
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the Censor set a very high standard, but in the last few 
years, this has been lowered to a dangerous degree. Even 
then, the Appeals Board allows appeals against his liberal 
standards. The situation is serious. The usual test applied 
to films, as to books, etc., is whether they offend con¬ 
temporary standards, but these are being progressively 
lowered because of the approval given to films of even 
greater depravity. Only a few years ago the violence 
which stalks our streets or those of Ulster, and the start¬ 
ling increase in cases of rape, would have horrified at 
least 95% of our nation, but because of the steady diet of 
violence and pornography in the media, many have 
become so inured to it that they now feel little or no 
revulsion at its rapid escalation. 


SEX EDUCATION IN SCHOOL 

There are many who apparently assume that the 
remedy for illegitimacy is to make sex education com¬ 
pulsory in our schools. This is by no means the panacea 
for the sexual ills of society, which those, who have given 
the matter insufficient thought, apparently assume. When 
given by the wrong people it can be extremely dangerous 
as a woman writing in the Phoenix ‘American’ on 27 
November 1968 disclosed. She writes, “We have a 12- 
year-old son who was taught this (sex education) last 
spring, and about nine weeks later we had a near disaster 
in our home. I walked in and caught him sexually assault¬ 
ing our 4-year-old daughter. He had been taught all about 
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intercourse at school and wanted ‘to try it out' on his sister. 
(I caught him before he had committed the act). Now 
teaching young kids this in school is nonsense. It’s like 
giving someone a recipe to discourage cooking. It won’t 
discourage, but rather encourage experimentation. We 
hope that you might publish this — so some other parents 
might realise just what this ‘education’ is doing to our 
children before they actually suffer a disaster as we nearly 
did”. 

It is surely no coincidence that many of the leaders 
in the agitation for sex education in schools are humanists 
and some are anti-Christian. Many of the sex courses are 
exercises in destroying the conscience. The way in which 
homosexuality is treated in such courses is destructive. Dr 
Melvin Anchell, a well-known psychiatrist, reports that 
since compulsory sex education began in his locality he 
has not been able to cure one pervert, nor does he know 
of anyone else who has. 

Most of the protagonists for sex education in school 
fail to realise that there is a phase of personality called 
the latency period, when a healthy child is not interested 
in sex. In this period which lasts from the age of five 
to adolescence a boy learns how to get along with other 
boys and dreams of becoming a hero among men. Th : s 
period serves an important biological purpose, affording a 
child the opportunity to develop h : s physical and mental 
resources. Later, he will be ready to assume other responsi¬ 
bilities. Supercilious persons often fail to realise the 
importance of this latency period, so when we oppose sex 
education in school, they often accuse us of narrow- 
minded Puritanism. Premature interest in sex is unnatural; 
it arrests and distorts the personality. Anyone who de¬ 
liberately arouses a child’s curiosity, or stimulates him 
too soon to sexual preoccupation ought to have his head 
read. Sex is not a source of psychological problems to 
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anyone who has developed his character before his intro¬ 
duction to sex. Innocence is an important protective shield 
to children and must never be removed too soon. 

In other countries, sex education given in school has 
led to fearful sex problems in later years. The Swedish 
experiment, which has been in operation for nineteen 
years, longer than anywhere else, operates from the 
primers to the secondary school, and has proved such an 
unmitigated disaster that it is astounding that any intelli¬ 
gent person should want a similar scheme introduced 
here. Recently 140 eminent Swedish doctors and teachers, 
including the King’s Physician, Dr Ull Nordwall, accused 
the Swedish educational system of producing sex obsession 
among adolescents, because as they put it, “It has bom¬ 
barded school children with sexual instruction for which 
their immaturity ill fits them, and the result has been an 
unnatural over-sexualization of the rising generation in 
which ... the young have confused instruction in method 
with encouragement to practise”. Unless children have a 
highly developed moral sense, and a sensitive conscience, 
sex education must inevitably produce results the opposite 
of those which its promoters intend to produce. It is signifi¬ 
cant that the critics of the Swedish system observe that 
for all their sexual freedom “young people are not happy 
in Sweden today”. The eminent doctors and teachers urge 
schools to spend more time on moral and religious leader¬ 
ship and instruction which will help children to know 
what is right and wrong in terms of their ultimate well¬ 
being. 

We would be unutterably stupid if we failed to heed 
these wise words wrung out of the misery caused by sex 
education in Swedish schools. Let us glance at some of the 
disastrous results of the Swedish experiment. The increase 
in venereal disease in Sweden has been described by 
officials as ‘catastrophic’. Since the introduction of sex 


46 




education in schools in Sweden the increase in promiscuity 
and illegitimacy is surely serious enough to daunt even 
the keenest protagonists for it in this land. After nineteen 
years of compulsory sex education in school, Sweden now 
leads the world with its rates of illegitimacy and venereal 
disease. In the seven years from 1965 to 1972, illegitimate 
births rose from 14% of all births to 25%, so that now 
one in every four children born in Sweden is born out 
of wedlock, compared with one in seven in New Zealand. 
There is not the slightest doubt of the link between the 
increase in promiscuity, illegitimacy and venereal disease 
among young people in Sweden and sex education in 
school. In spite of slot machines for contraceptives, intense 
propaganda for contraception, and legalization of abortion, 
illegal abortions increase, and there has been a steady in¬ 
crease in rape as well as in crimes of violence. The 
marriage rate is falling, a third of all marriages are ending 
in divorce and there is an increasing rate of legal separ¬ 
ations. Extramarital affairs have increased, and a family 
which includes a philandering father or a promiscuous 
mother or both is obviously much less healthy for children 
and the nation than one in which fidelity prevails. We have 
already for too many irresponsible parents without seeking 
to increase their number at the taxpayer’s expense. 

Though Sweden is the world’s richest country, more 
and more children and old folk are being committed to 
public institutions, and there is an alarming increase in 
clinical neurosis. Not all of this can be laid at the door 
of sex education in schools, though much of it can, but it is 
obvious that, far from solving any of Sweden’s sexual 
problems, it has greatly increased them. Sex education in 
schools in the U.S.A., Denmark and the U.K. has pro¬ 
duced similar lamentable results. So let us be warned! 


47 


WHAT CAN WE DO ? 


Various indications have already been given of pos¬ 
sible lines of action to promote a better way of life in 
our land, which we hope all readers will follow. If you 
are not a member of the Society for the Promotion of 
Community Standards you might like to join. (P.O. Box 
30-692, Lower Hutt). It is essential that we combine with 
others to achieve a nobler society. 

You should visit local booksellers and supermarkets 
and request them not to stock or sell pornographic 
material. Report any displays of restricted books or maga¬ 
zines. Try to persuade neighbours to join you in a crusade 
for a cleaner moral environment. 

Write to the Prime Minister and your M.P. when you 
are offended by lowered standards of film censorship or 
literature. When you are upset by a TV programme write 
to the Broadcasting Council of N.Z., (P.O. Box 10-129, 
Wellington) at once. Endeavour to have the Ten Com¬ 
mandments taught in every school and if you can, offer 
to teach Scripture in your local school. 

Above all, pray for all members of parliament, 
especially members of Cabinet, for the judges and 
magistrates, all who are responsible for censoring books, 
films and TV programmes, and for all who maintain law 
and order, and remember that silence in the present 
situation means acquiesence in steadily deteriorating 
standards. 

Stop Press: 

The judge sentencing the rapist, who terrorised Cam¬ 
bridge (Eng.), blamed pornography, including films, for 
the crimes, while the Chief Constable uttered a stern 
warning against pornography. 
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